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God simply from the definition of the word God, or from the
concept which that word connotes* The ontological argument is
the only one that attempts to prove God's existence from pure
reason alone. Not many philosophers or theologians believe that
this proof is valid. But since it has occupied such an important
place in the literature, our examination of arguments for God
would be incomplete without a consideration of the ontological
proof.
The argument proceeds as follows : God is a being than which
no greater can be conceived. Now, we have the idea of such a
thing. But existence is necessary to the concept of such a being*
if he did not exist, he would not be as great as if he did exist and
by definition he is the greatest being that can be conceived.
Therefore such a being exists.28
The ontological argument was made famous by Descartes.
Before it Pkto discussed the problem in his dialogues, Aristotle
provided the metaphysical concepts for the realist*s treatment of
it and suggested proofs of God's existence and St. Ansekn and
St Thomas Aquinas presented compact but forceful arguments
for God's existence. St. Anselm's argument is named the onto-
logical argument, where he endeavoured to show that by reflecting
on the meaning of the word 'God' we can see that the statement
'God exists' is true in just this way. His argument can be stated
in this manner. The word 'God* means 'the being that* whom
no greater can be conceived*. So 'God exists* is identical with
"the being than whom no greater can be conceived exists**. Now
suppose someone denies that there is such a being, He will be
maintaining that this statement is true : *The being than whom
no greater can be conceived does not exist'. But anyone who
maintains that the being than whom no greater can be conceived
does not exist cannot be rigjht For suppose that no such being
exists. The man who denies that God exists understands what
the phrase 'the being than whom no greater can be conceived3
means, for he denies that there is any such being. Let us say
28.   Hospers, 10 An Introduction to Philosophical j&aafj^ p. 42l